
SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
SUBJECT: Award the Security Vestibule Entrance Bid to Greg Construction less the Division 17 

Communications and Technology Portion (To be assigned at a later date) 
REQUESTED ACTION:       
 
  Work Session (Report Only) DATE OF MEETING: 9/29/2009 
  Regular Meeting  Special Meeting  
    
CONTRACT:  N/A Vendor/Entity:  Greg Construction 
 Effective Date: 9/29/2009 Termination Date:        
 Managing Division / Dept:  Facility Construction  - Termination Date is End of 

Project 
 
BUDGET IMPACT: $1,336,475 

 Annual FUNDING SOURCE: Capital Outlay 
 Capital EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT: 305-100-519-6246 
 N/A  

 

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 
Contrary to the Selection Committee, I am recommending the award of the Security Vestibule Entrance 
contract, without the Division 17 Communications and Technology (security activities).  The Division 
17 Communications and Technology portion ONLY will be re-bid and assigned to the General 
Contractor’s contract, the General Contractor will continue to be accountable and responsible for the 
coordination of all construction activities related to this project.  Time is of the essence to move this 
project forward without the delay of re-bidding the project when the Division 17 section is the point of 
concern in that none of the bidders addressed the specification properly.  The State Attorney area and 
improvements on the historic courthouse will lag behind the start of the construction of this project. 
 
The Selection Committee short-listed four contractors which are Greg Construction – $1,520,465; M C 
of Fla Construction -- $1,610,000; Wagner 3 Construction -- $1,698,498; and Feasterco Construction – 
$1,723,763. 
 
Staff has considered the two low bidders Greg Construction with subcontractors located in Bushnell, 
Inverness, Homosassa, and West Palm Beach; M C Fla. Construction with subcontractors located in 
Bushnell, Wildwood, Brooksville, Ocala, Floral City, Sumterville, Leesburg, Inverness, Miami, Dade 
City, Winter Park and Gainesville.. 
 
Upon review of the proposals of the two low bidders I am recommending award of this contract less 
Division 17, in the amount of $1,336,475 to Greg Construction. 
 
 

 



SUMTER COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 
SUBJECT: Recommendation to Reject and Re-Bid RFP 137-0-2009/AT New Construction 

Security Vestibule Entrance (Selection Committee Recommends Approval). 
REQUESTED ACTION: Approve to Reject and Re-Bid RFP 137-0-2009/AT 
 
  Work Session (Report Only) DATE OF MEETING:       
  Regular Meeting  Special Meeting  
    
CONTRACT:  N/A Vendor/Entity:        
 Effective Date:       Termination Date:        
 Managing Division / Dept:        
 
BUDGET IMPACT:       

 Annual FUNDING SOURCE:       
 Capital EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT:       
 N/A  

 

HISTORY/FACTS/ISSUES: 
RFP 137-0-2009/AT proposals were due on August 13, 2009 at 2:00pm. Nine proposals were received 
listed as follows: 
 
1. MC of FL, Inc - $1,610,000.00; 2. Slack Construction - $1,881,043.00; 3. Wagner 3 Ventures - 
$1,698,498.00; 4. Greg Construction - $1,520,465.00; 5. Spires Construction - $1,924,003.00; 
6. Genesis Construction - $1,614,955.00; 7. Emmett Sapp Builders - $1,739,686.00; 
8. Daly & Zilch, Inc. - $1,720,508.00; 9. Feasterco Construction - $1,723,763.00 
 
A Selection Committee Review Meeting was held on August 19, 2009 to discuss the nine proposals 
and short list the companies. The Committee selected four companies as follows: 
 
1. Greg Construction Company 
2. MC of FL, Inc. 
3. Feasterco Construction, Inc. 
4. Wagner 3 Ventures 
 
During the August 19, 2009 Selection Review Committee Meeting the Committee listed sixteen 
questions to the four shortlisted companies for additional information. In the meeting the Committee 
came to a consensus that imperative information was left out and additional information from these 
sixteen questions would assist in their decision process and a follow up meeting would be held the 
week of September 21st thru September 25th. 
 
The follow up meeting was scheduled for September 22, 2009 at 10:30am. After discussion from the 
Committee they agreed the additional information submitted did not contain all the information 
requested, the additional information deviated from the original proposals, the lack of imperative 
financial information, and the discrepancies within scheduled values of all bidders did not allow for an 
award at this time. 
 
The Committee reached a consensus to recommend rejecting all bids and re-bid the entire project at a 
later date.    
 



 

 


















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































